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John Dee (1527-1608), the enigmatic Elizabethan philosopher 
and mathematician, is perhaps more recognized than well understood 
by most students of sixteenth-century science. The fact that very 
few of Dee’s works are easily accessible has certainly contri- 
buted to this. For a long time the only work of his available 
in a modern edition has been the Monas hieroglyphica of 1564, a 
fascinating and nearly inscrutable book, rich in alchemical and 
mathematical symbolism that is unlikely to inspire in anyone in- 
terested in the development of science and mathematics the con- 
viction that Dee merits serious study. Fortunately, the present 
facsimile edition of Dee’s Mathematical1 Praeface makes readily 
accessible a work that presents another side of Dee’s varied 
endeavors, a side that needs serious and thorough study by his- 
torians of mathematics. If reprints of early editions serve any 
purpose, one of the most important should be to provide students 
and scholars with firsthand experience of materials otherwise 
difficult to find and thus stimulate research on subjects hitherto 
inadequately treated. 
John Dee very much needs further study, particularly on the 
subject of his contributions of mathematics. As Allen G. Debus 
notes in his introduction, Dee was highly thought of during his 
own life-time as an accomplished mathematician. The Mathematical1 
Praeface, which contributed a good deal to this reputation, is 
often cited as an important document in the spread of an interest 
in mathematics in sixteenth century England. Dee’s reputation, 
however, was never simple, and he was also known as an astronomer, 
an astrologer, an alchemist, and a conjurer. Following his death 
in the early seventeenth century, Dee became known largely as an 
alchemist and a conjurer, while his reputation and accomplishments 
in other areas, including mathematics, were obscured and nearly 
forgotten. In the last fifty years a number of scholars have given 
Dee more sympathetic consideration. Still, in rescuing Dee from 
his posthumous reputation and the enthusiasm of modern occultists, 
modern scholarship has subjected Dee to very divergent interpre- 
tations. Concentrating on Dee’s practical contributions to 
navigation and mathematics, one line of interpretation (primarily 
as found in the writings of E.G.R. Taylor) considers Dee an import- 
ant figure in the Scientific Revolution because of his strictly 
mathematical work alone, passing over in embarrassed silence Dee’s 
mysticism and occultism. Others (primarily Frances A. Yates and 
Peter J. French) also consider Dee a major contributor to the 
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development of modern science, not in spite of but because of 
his mysticism and occultism, which, they argue, derive from the 
Hermatic and Neoplatonic ideas that stimulated Dee to new ideas 
about nature and the relation of mathematics to nature. While all 
of these interpretations stress the importance of Dee's mathema- 
tical interests, Dee's mathematics, outside of his work in navi- 
gation, has received no thorough scholarly treatment, so that there 
is no consensus on Dee's mathematical ability, originality, and 
contributions. Such an assessment is now very necessary, because 
existing claims for the importance of Dee in the development of 
science have made him something of a test case in the history of 
sixteenth-century science and mathematics. 
The Mathematical1 Praeface provides an excellent point of 
departure for any investigation of Dee’s mathematical work, coming 
as it does at the beginning of his most productive period in 
mathematics combined with the high point in his public influence. 
Although mathematics was of considerable concern to Dee from the 
beginning of his career, his major works prior to 1570 deal with 
astrology and alchemy, and mathematical works survive only in 
incomplete manuscripts. In the 1570's and early 1580's, however, 
he published some theorems on parallax (Parallacticae commentationi: 
nucleus quidam, 1572), submitted a plan to reform the calendar to 
the government in 1582, and throughout actively advised the Muscovy 
Company on navigating methods and instruments. The Praeface, 
upon which much of Dee's contemporary reputation in mathematics was 
based, introduced the first English edition of Euclid's Elements 
in 1570 and is a plea to scholars and laymen for a wider study of 
all branches of mathematics. As such it is Dee's most general and 
popular work and presents a good idea of the extensive range of 
his mathematical interests and their interrelations. Dee dis- 
cusses the nature of mathematics, the relation of mathematics to 
the sciences and the possibilities of using mathematics in the 
interpretation of nature, and the value of mathematics for the 
arts and technology. Together with Allen G. Debus' introduction, 
which surveys Dee's life and interpretations of Dee’s work and 
discusses the Praeface and its background, this reprint should 
prove stimulating to anyone interested in sixteenth-century mathe- 
matics and science. 
While the Mathematical1 Praeface should serve as a starting 
point, it itself needs work to determine what is new and old, how 
Dee molds various traditions, not just mathematical but philoso- 
phical and mechanical as well, and its significance in the English 
milieu, not only of academic science and mathematics but also of 
the practical mathematical needs of artisans and technicians. 
The Praeface can be seen as a product of Renaissance scholarship 
in its exploration of the broad heritage of mathematics available 
to Europe and its advocacy of the uses to which that heritage 
should be put. An assessment of Dee’s place in the development 
of mathematics should also go beyond the Praeface to Dee's 
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actual mathematical work. Dee’s numerous additions and annota- 
tions to the 1570 English text of Euclid should prove of consider- 
able interest. In addition, the mathematical aspects of his 
theorems on parallax, his calendar reform, and his other manuscript 
work remain unexplored. 
I have spoken thus far of those areas of Dee’s work that 
should be of most interest to readers of this journal and of the 
need for research in those areas. The most recent interpretations 
of Dee have emphasized Dee’s natural philosophy, and largely his 
Hermeticism and natural magic at that, while neglecting his con- 
crete work in science and mathematics. This surely stems from the 
fact that most recent research has been done by intellectual 
historians. It is time that the work of intellectual history be 
cross-fertilized with the results of investigations of Dee’s 
technical scientific work. This research, however, should not 
be done in isolation from broader considerations. Dee is ultimately 
important because he was not only a mathematician but also sought 
to develop a philosophical conception of mathematics and a natural 
philosophy in which a mathematical approach to nature was an 
important component. The inter-relations of the various facets of 
Dee’s work need critical examination and detailed elucidation 
because it is upon the basis of this characteristic that he has 
been claimed as a prophet of the mathematical science of the 
seventeenth century. Debus has appropriately noted that “the 
greatest need is to examine Dee’s work in its full contemporary 
context,” and this context is undoubtedly more complex than we 
have been led to believe, involving social and religious as well 
as a variety of intellectual and scientific factors. 
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This is an English translation in paperback format (11 cm. 
x17.8 cm.) of Mathkmatiques et Math&maticiens published in Paris 
by Magnard in 1959. The two volumes correspond to the two parts 
of the original. Volume I is a chronological survey beginning 
with The mists of legend (chapter 2) and extending through 
chapter 11, Classical work, which includes separate sections on 
Newton, Leibniz, Clairault, D’Alembert, and one devoted to Lagrange, 
Laplace, Monge. Volume II is topical with chapters on numeration, 
algebraic notation and first degree problems, second degree prob- 
lems, Pythagorean theorem, trigonometry, duplication and tri- 
section, squaring the circle. Each volume has a general index, 
an improvement over the French edition, but the index of names at 
